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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: application filed on 2/25/2005. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4-28, 30, and 31 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 12, 14, 16, 19, 22, 23, 
26, 27, and 28 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-5, 16-18, and 23-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Beauregard et aL (hereinafter "Beauregard"), US 5,974,413 patented 
10/26/1999 in view of Perkowski, US 6,625,581 Bl filed 11/22/1999. 

Regarding independent claim 1, Beauregard teaches receiving, in a recognizer, a string 
of text of an electronic document and annotating the string of text to determine whether the string 
includes any of a plurality of predetermined strings in the recognizer in fig. 7 and col. 5 lines 12- 
56. Beauregard teaches labeling the string of text in the electronic document with a label in col. 
42 line 27 - col. 43 Une 21 . Beauregard teaches providing a hst of actions associated with the 
string of text that may be performed in the fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - 
col. 43 line 21 . Beauregard teaches wherein the list of actions is provided in response to a user 
selecting a dropdown menu associated with the label in col, 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21 . 
Beauregard does not teach that the recognizer is a plug-in software module. Beauregard does not 
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teach that the hst of actions associated with the string of text are related to purchasing a product 
associated with the string of text. Perkowski does teach providing a set of information actions 
related to a product identified by a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. 
Perkowski teaches an applet providing a set actions related to an identified product to enable a 
user to purchase a related product in the abstract and col. 7 lines 12-17. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
It would have been obvious and desirable for one of ordinary skill to have used plug-in software 
modules to contain the code for the recognizer. Plug-in software was well known to one of 
ordinary skill at the time of the invention and would have allowed for simple modification of and 
enhancement recognizer software code. 

It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the electronic commerce 
information delivery method of Perkowski to have enhanced Beauregard so that the list of 
actionable items presented to the user would have been product information or transaction 
actions related to a recognized product text string. This would have been an obvious extension 
of Beauregard which is mainly focused on local computer activities, but does show some 
example telecommunications actions in fig. 31. The obvious combination of Beauregard and 
Perkowski would have allowed for product related actions and information requests over the 
internet when a product text string is recognized to reduce the time the user spends on gathering 
the information or implementing the action, wherein saving the user time is the goal and purpose 
of Beauregard. 
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Beauregard teaches analyzing a text string for action words as they are entered into the 
computer, but does teach a word archive in fig. 13, col. 34 lines 7-30, and col. 47 line 63 - col. 
48 Hne 31. Beauregard teaches that the entire archive can be searched and analyzed. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to have used the 
archive teaching of Beauregard to have stored an entire text string that could have been analyzed 
all at one time. This would have enabled the user to have viewed all the semantically labeled 
strings and one time, saving the user time in making label selections. 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Beauregard teaches a recognizer for identifying a 
plurality of predetermined strings and presenting one or more actions when a predetermined 
string is identified in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. 
Beauregard does not teach that the predetermined strings comprise a plurality of product names. 
Perkowski does teach a plurality of product identifiers that, when recognize, present a series of 
product related information to a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
It would have been obvious and desirable to have created the combination to have allowed for 
product related actions and information requests over the intemet when a product text string is 
recognized to reduce the time the user spends on gathering the information or implementing the 
action, wherein saving the user time is the goal and purpose of Beauregard. 

Regarding dependent claim 4, Beauregard teaches receiving an input indicating that one 
of the Hst of actions has been selected in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 
43 line 21. Beauregard teaches in response to the selection taking the selected action in fig. 7, 



Application/Control Number: 09/841,266 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2176 

fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard does not teach that the 
action is connecting a web browser associated with the electronic system to a web site associated 
with the selected action. Perkowski teaches a list of product associated websites in fig. 4 and col. 
4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL Ust directs a web browser to the associated web site located 
at the reference URL. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the URL reference list of Perkowski to 
have enhanced the actions of Beauregard so that a web site related the to the identified product 
text string would have been retrieved on the user's computer so the user would have been 
presented with information related to the identified product. 

Regarding dependent claims 5, Beauregard teaches receiving an input indicating that 
one of the list of actions has been selected in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - 
col. 43 line 21 . Beauregard teaches in response to the selection taking the selected action in fig. 
7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard does not teach that 
an identifier of the user is stored in association with the label or actions and that the identifier is 
transmitted to the product related web site. 

Perkowski teaches a list of product associated websites in fig. 4 and col. 4 line 36 - col. 
12 line 63. The URL list directs a web browser to the associated web site located at the reference 
URL. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. It 
would have been obvious and desirable to have used the URL reference list of Perkowski to have 
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enhanced the actions of Beauregard so that a web site related the to the identified product text 
string would have been retrieved on the user's computer. 

Regarding independent claim 16, Beauregard teaches identifying a plurality of items in 
an electronic document, wherein the plurality of items are identified as matching at least one 
term in a database in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21, 
Beauregard teaches providing, in association with at least one of the identified plurality of items, 
an action in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard 
teaches receiving an indication that the action has been selected in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12- 
56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard does not teach that the database is a product 
database. Beauregard does not teach that the selectable action is to buy all of the identified 
plurality of items. Beauregard does not teach sending a list of the identified plurality of items to 
a website associated with the e-commerce retailer. Beauregard does not teach sending an 
indication to buy all of the identified plurality of items to a website associated with the e- 
commerce retailer. 

Perkowski teaches a product database and a list of associated websites for each product in 
fig. 4 and col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL Ust directs a web browser to the associated 
web site located at the reference URL. In transmitting the web site to the user, the web site 
identifies itself to the user. Beauregard teaches an applet enabling a user to purchase products 
fi"om an electronic-commerce enabled product catalog in the abstract and col. 7 lines 12-17. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. It would have 
been obvious and desirable to have used the associated product information and electronic 
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product purchasing teachings of Perkowski to have improved Beauregard so that the user would 
have been able to more efficiently procure desired products fi"om the website retailer. 

Beauregard teaches analyzing a text string for action words as they are entered into the 
computer, but does teach a word archive in fig. 13, col. 34 lines 7-30, and col. 47 line 63 - col. 
48 line 31. Beauregard teaches that the entire archive can be searched and analyzed. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to have used the 
archive teaching of Beauregard to have stored an entire text string that could have been analyzed 
all at one time. This would have enabled the user to have viewed all the semantically labeled 
strings and one time, saving the user time in making label selections. 

Regarding dependent claim 17, Beauregard teaches wherein the step of identifying the 
plurality of items in an electronic document is performed by a recognizer module on a user's 
computer in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 Hnes 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. 

Regarding dependent claim 18, Beauregard teaches wherein the database is stored on 
the user's computer in fig. 7, fig. 9, col 5 lines 12-56, and col 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. 
Beauregard does not teach that the product database comprises a list of product titles and product 
names found on the website associated with the e-commerce retailer. Perkowski teaches a 
product database using individual identification numbers to identify each of the products found 
on the website associated with the e-commerce retailer in fig. 4 and col. 4 line 36 - col 12 line 
63. It would have been obvious to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created 
the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have maintained a unique 
identification in the database for each of the available products so that the appropriate website 
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would have been presented to the user when the product was identified by the recognizer 
module. 

Regarding independent claim 23, Beauregard teaches receiving, in a recognizer, a 
string of text of an electronic document and annotating the string of text to determine whether the 
string includes any of a plurality of predetermined strings in the recognizer in fig. 7 and col. 5 
lines 12-56. Beauregard teaches labeling the string of text in the electronic document with a 
label in col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard teaches providing a list of actions 
associated with the string of text that may be performed in the fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, 
and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21 . Beauregard does not teach that the recognizer is a plug-in 
software module. Beauregard does not teach that the list of actions associated with the string of 
text are related to purchasing a product associated with the string of text. Perkowski does teach 
providing a set of information actions related to a product identified by a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 
4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. Perkowski teaches a list of product associated websites in fig. 4 and 
col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL list directs a web browser to the associated web site 
located at the reference URL. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
It would have been obvious and desirable for one of ordinary skill to have used plug-in software 
modules to contain the code for the recognizer. Plug-in software was well known to one of 
ordinary skill at the time of the invention and would have allowed for simple modification of and 
enhancement recognizer software code. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the electronic commerce information 
delivery method of Perkowski to have enhanced Beauregard so that the list of actionable items 
presented to the user would have been web site links to product information or transaction 
actions related to a recognized product text string. This would have been an obvious extension 
of Beauregard which is mainly focused on local computer activities, but does show some 
example teleconmiunications actions in fig. 31, The obvious combination of Beauregard and 
Perkowski would have allowed for product related actions and information requests over the 
internet when a product text string is recognized to reduce the time the user spends on gathering 
the information or implementing the action, wherein saving the user time is the goal and purpose 
of Beauregard. 

Regarding dependent claim 24, Beauregard does not teach wherein the pluraUty of 
strings associated with shopping comprises variants of the strings "buy" and "sell". Perkowski 
teaches providing a set of information actions related to a product identified by a user in fig. 4, 
fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. Perkowski teaches a Ust of product associated websites in 
fig. 4 and col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL Ust directs a web browser to the associated 
web site located at the reference URL. Perkowski teaches enabling purchasing of products fi'om 
an electronic-commerce enabled product catalog in the abstract and col. 7 lines 12-17. This 
electronic-commerce enabled product catalog would include "buy" and "sell" actions. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
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It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the electronic commerce information 
delivery method of Perkowski to have enhanced Beauregard so that the list of actionable items 
presented to the user would have been options to buy or sell the product identified by the text 
string. This would have been an obvious extension of Beauregard which is mainly focused on 
local computer activities, but does show some example telecommunications actions in fig. 31. 
The obvious combination of Beauregard and Perkowski would have allowed for product related 
actions and information requests over the internet when a product text string was recognized to 
reduce the time the user spends on buying or selling the related product. 

Regarding dependent claim 25, Beauregard does not teach wherein the plurality of 
strings associated with shopping comprises commerce-related strings. Perkowski teaches 
providing a set of information actions related to a product identified by a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 
4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. Perkowski teaches a list of product associated websites in fig. 4 and 
col 4 line 36 - col. 1-2 line 63. The URL Ust directs a web browser to the associated web site 
located at the reference URL. Perkowski teaches enabling purchasing of products firom an 
electronic-commerce enabled product catalog in the abstract and col. 7 lines 12-17. This 
electronic-commerce enabled product catalog would include commerce-related actions. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the electronic commerce information 
delivery method of Perkowski to have enhanced Beauregard so that the list of actionable items 
presented to the user would have been commerce-related string options pertaining to the product 
identified by the text string. This would have been an obvious extension of Beauregard which is 
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mainly focused on local computer activities, but does show some example telecommunications 
actions in fig. 31. The obvious combination of Beauregard and Perkowski would have allowed 
for product related actions and information requests over the internet when a product text string 
was recognized to reduce the time the user spends on commerce actions related to the product. 

Regarding independent claim 26, Beauregard teaches tracking, in a recognizer module 
on a user's computer, all of the strings in a user's electronic docxmient that match strings in a 
recognizer database in fig. 7 and col. 5 lines 12-56. Beauregard teaches labeling the string of 
text in the electronic document with a label and providing a list of actions associated with the 
string of text that may be performed in the fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - 
col. 43 line 21 . Beauregard does not teach transmitting, via a web browser, the list of matching 
strings to a retailer. Beauregard does teach that the associated list is a hst of recommendations 
that are related to the list of matching strings. 

Perkowski teaches providing a set of information actions related to a product identified 
by a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. Perkowski teaches a list of product 
associated websites in fig. 4 and col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL hst directs a web 
browser to the associated web site located at the reference URL. Perkowski teaches enabling 
purchasing of products fi*om an electronic-commerce enabled product catalog in the abstract and 
col. 7 lines 12-17. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the electronic commerce information 
delivery miethod of Perkowski to have enhanced Beauregard so that the list associated with the 
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recognized strings presented to the user would have been recommendations to the user related to 
the product identified by the text string. This would have been an obvious extension of 
Beauregard which is mainly focused on local computer activities, but does show some example 
telecommunications actions in fig. 31. The obvious combination of Beauregard and Perkowski 
would have allowed for product related information and recommendations to be transmitted to 
the user when a product text string was recognized to reduce the time the user spends on 
commerce actions related to the product. 

Beauregard teaches analyzing a text string for action words as they are entered into the 
computer, but does teach a word archive in fig. 13, col. 34 lines 7-30, and col. 47 line 63 - col. 
48 line 31. Beauregard teaches that the entire archive can be searched and analyzed. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to have used the 
archive teaching of Beauregard to have stored an entire text string that could have been analyzed 
all at one time. This would have enabled the user to have viewed all the semantically labeled 
strings and one time, saving the user time in making label selections. 

Regarding independent claim 27, Beauregard teaches recognizing a string in an 
electronic document by comparing the string to a list of strings in a recognizer database in fig. 7 
and col. 5 lines 12-56. Beauregard teaches providing a list of actions in association with the 
recognized string in the fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. 
Beauregard does not teach in response to receiving an action to compare prices of a product 
string, polling a plurality of web sites that sell the product identified in the product string for a 
price. Beauregard does not teach receiving a plurality of prices fi-om the web sites and 
displaying the prices. 
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Perkowski teaches providing a set of information actions related to a product identified 
by a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. Perkowski teaches a hst of product 
associated websites in fig. 4 and col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL list directs a web 
browser to the associated web site located at the reference URL. Perkowski teaches enabling 
purchasing of products fi-om an electronic-commerce enabled product catalog in the abstract and 
col. 7 lines 12-17. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the electronic commerce information 
delivery method of Perkowski to have enhanced Beauregard so that the list associated with the 
recognized strings presented to the user would have included an option to compare prices on the 
product. This would have been an obvious extension of Beauregard which is mainly focused on 
local computer activities, but does show some example teleconununications actions in fig. 31. 
The obvious combination of Beauregard and Perkowski would have allowed the user to have 
compared prices at various intemet retailers for the particular product. This would have allowed 
the user to have pursued a transaction at the best available price. 

Regarding independent claim 28, Beauregard teaches in a recognizer program module, 
determining whether a product string in an electronic document matches at least one string in a 
recognizer database in fig. 7 and col. 5 lines 12-56. Beauregard teaches if it matches, labeling 
the string with a semantic category, wherein the semantic category comprises a type label in the 
fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard does not teach 
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wherein the semantic category comprises a globally imique product identifier, wherein the 
globally unique product identifier uniquely identifies the recognition event of the product string 

Perkowski teaches providing a set of information actions related to a product identified 
by a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. Perkowski teaches a list of product 
associated websites in fig. 4 and col 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL hst directs a web 
browser to the associated web site located at the reference URL. Perkowski teaches pairing an 
electronic-commerce product with a globally unique product identifier in the abstract. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the electronic commerce information 
delivery method of Perkowski to have enhanced Beauregard so that the semantic category 
associated with the recognized strings presented to the user would have included both a type 
label and a globally unique product identifier. This would have been an obvious extension of 
Beauregard which is mainly focused on local computer activities, but does show some example 
telecommunicafions actions in fig. 31. The obvious combination of Beauregard and Perkowski 
would have allowed the user to have obtained an exact unique identifier for the identified 
product string. 

Regarding dependent claims 30-31, Beauregard teaches in a recognizer program 
module, determining whether a product string in an electronic docimaent matches at least one 
string in a recognizer database in fig. 7 and col. 5 lines 12-56. Beauregard teaches displaying a 
number of acfions in association with the semantic category in the fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12- 
56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard does not teach sending the globally unique 
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product identifier to a website of a retailer or tracking the globally unique product identifier to 
determine the number times it has been used, 

Perkowski teaches providing a set of information actions related to a product identified 
by a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. Perkowski teaches a list of product 
associated websites in fig. 4 and col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL hst directs a web 
browser to the associated web site located at the reference URL. Perkowski teaches pairing an 
electronic-commerce product with a globally unique product identifier in the abstract. This 
identifier is used to identify to associated web sites what product the user is interested in. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. 
It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the electronic commerce information 
delivery method of Perkowski utilizing a globally unique product identification to have enhanced 
Beauregard so that the semantic category associated with the recognized strings presented to the 
user would have displayed to the user a number of actions pertaining to a uniquely identified 
product. It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the commerce information 
transaction method of Perkowski to have uniquely transmitted information regarding the product 
from the website to the user. This would have been an obvious extension of Beauregard which is 
mainly focused on local computer activities, but does show some example telecommunications 
actions in fig. 31. It would have been obvious to have counted at the web site the number of 
times the globally unique product identifier was used so that the retailer would have known what 
products are popular and require the largest stock in inventory. The obvious combination of 
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Beauregard and Perkowski would have allowed the user to have obtained unique commerce 
information for the uniquely identified product string. 

5. Claims 6-15 and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beauregard et aL (hereinafter "Beauregard"), US 5,974,413 patented 10/26/1999 in 
view of Perkowski, US 6,625,581 Bl filed 11/22/1999 and Jovicic et al. (hereinafter 
"Jovicic"), US 5,855,007. 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Beauregard teaches receiving an input indicating that one 
of the hst of actions has been selected in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 
43 line 21. Beauregard teaches in response to the selection taking the selected action in fig. 7, 
fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard does not teach that an 
identifier of the user is stored in association with the label or actions and that the identifier is 
transmitted to the product related web site. Perkowski teaches a list of product associated 
websites in fig. 4 and col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL Hst directs a web browser to the 
associated web site located at the reference URL. In transmitting the web site to the user, the 
web site identifies itself to the user. Jovicic teaches transmitting to a web site an identifier of a 
user so that the web site may generate and transmit customized information to the user in fig. 4 
and col. 7 line 56 - col. 8 line 17. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski and Jovicic into Beauregard to have created the claimed 
invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have identified the user to the web site so 
that the web site would have presented information relevant and specific to the visiting user. 
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Regarding dependent claim 7, Beauregard teaches receiving an input indicating that one 
of the hst of actions has been selected in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 
43 line 21. Beauregard teaches in response to the selection taking the selected action in fig. 7, 
fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard does not teach in 
response to identifying the user providing a discount offer to the user. Perkowski teaches a list 
of product associated websites in fig. 4 and col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL hst directs 
a web browser to the associated web site located at the reference URL. In transmitting the web 
site to the user, the web site identifies itself to the user. Jovicic teaches transmitting to a web site 
an identifier of a user so that the web site may generate and transmit customized information to 
the user in fig. 4 and col. 7 line 56 - col. 8 line 17. 

Jovicic teaches providing a discount offer to a user in response to identifying the user in 
fig. 4 and col. 7 line 56 - col. 8 line 17. Jovicic teaches in col. 1 lines 12-20 that the use of 
coupons attracts consumers to a merchant's store. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have presented a discount offer to the user in 
response to the identified user visiting the web site. The offer would have increased the chance 
that the user visited the web site and would have thus increased web site hits. The increase in 
traffic would have led to greater revenues for the web site. It would have been obvious and 
desirable to have combined Perkowski and Jovicic into Beauregard to have presented the user 
with discount offers after selecting the appropriate action to increase traffic to the web site. 

Regarding dependent claims 8-11, Beauregard teaches receiving an input indicating 
that one of the list of actions has been selected in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 
27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard teaches in response to the selection taking the selected action in 
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fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard does not teach 
in response to identifying the user providing a discount offer to the user. Perkowski teaches a list 
of product associated websites in fig. 4 and col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. The URL list directs 
a web browser to the associated web site located at the reference URL. In transmitting the web 
site to the user, the web site identifies itself to the user. Jovicic teaches transmitting to a web site 
an identifier of a user so that the web site may generate and transmit customized information to 
the user in fig. 4 and col. 7 line 56 - col. 8 line 17. 

Jovicic teaches providing a coupon to an identified user in fig. 4 and col. 7 line 56 - col. 
8 line 17. Jovicic teaches that the coupon comprises an identification, discount value, and a 
begin and end date in fig. 3 and col. 6 line 49 - col. 7 line 40. Jovicic teaches in col. 1 Unes 12- 
20 that the use of coupons attracts consumers to a merchant's store. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have presented a coupon 
discount offer to the user in response to the identified user visiting the web site. The offer would 
have increased the chance that the user visited the web site and would have thus increased web 
site hits. The increase in traffic would have led to greater revenues for the web site. It would 
have been obvious and desirable to have combined Perkowski and Jovicic into Beauregard to 
have presented the user with discount offers after selecting the appropriate action to increase 
traffic to the web site. 

Regarding independent claim 12, Beauregard using a recognizer module to determine a 
number of strings in a database that match at least one string in an electronic document in fig. 7 
and col. 5 lines 12-56. Beauregard teaches labeling a matched string providing a plurality of 
actions in association with each recognized string in the fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 
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42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21 . Beauregard does not teach determining whether the number of 
recognized strings exceeds a predetermined minimum and if so, providing a coupon as one of the 
plurality of actions. Perkowski does teach providing a set of information actions related to a 
product identified by a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. Jovicic teaches 
providing a coupon discount offer to a user in response to identifying the user in fig. 4 and col. 7 
line 56 - col. 8 line 17. Jovicic teaches in col. 1 lines 12-20 that the use of coupons attracts 
consumers to a merchant's store. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Perkowski and Jovicic into Beauregard to have created the claimed 
invention. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have presented a coupon discount offer to the user if the user was selecting a 
predetermined minimum number of product strings so that the user may be rewarded by the 
merchant for giving a high volume of business to the merchant. The offer would have increased 
the chance that the user would have selected that merchant's products again in the fixture. 

Regarding dependent claim 13, Beauregard does not teach that the strings in the 
database comprise names of consumer products. Perkowski does teach storing identifications of 
consumer products in a database to point to related informational items in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 
36 - col. 12 line 63. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the tirne the 
invention was made to have combined Perkowski and Jovicic into Beauregard to have created 
the claimed invention. The combination would have enabled the user to more easily access 
information related to identified consumer products. 
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Regarding independent claim 14, Beauregard using a recognizer module to determine 
in an electronic document strings that match at least one string in a database in fig. 7 and col. 5 
lines 12-56. Beauregard teaches applying a semantic category to each of the matches strings in 
the electronic document, wherein the semantic category comprises a type label identifying the 
type of the matches string in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. 
Perkowski does teach storing identifications of consumer products in a database to point to 
related informational items in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 line 63. Jovicic teaches 
rewarding an identified visiting user with a discount offer in fig. 4 and col. 7 line 56 - col. 8 line 
17. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined Perkowski and Jovicic into Beauregard to have created the claimed 
invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have rewarded the identified user for 
referring business to a web site so that the user would be encouraged to referred business to the 
web site again in the fiiture. 

Regarding dependent claim 15, Beauregard teaches determining that an action 
associated with the semantic category has been selected in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and 
col. 42 hne 27 - col. 43 line 21 . Beauregard does not teach sending the affiliate number 
identification to the website. Jovicic teaches sending a user identification number to a website so 
that the website may provide the user with a discount offer. It would have been obvious and 
desirable to have combined Perkowski and Jovicic into Beauregard to have created the claimed 
invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have identified the user to the website so 
that the website could have produced and presented the user with the appropriate reward 
discount. 
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Regarding independent claim 19, Beauregard teaches cross-referencing a text string 
name with a type label database to determine whether the name matches at least one entry in the 
type label database in fig. 7 and coL 5 lines 12-56. Beauregard teaches labeling the name with a 
type label if it matches, cross-referencing the type label with a plurality of actions to determine 
which actions match the type label, and listing the matching actions in association with the name 
to provide a user of the computer with a number of different actions in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 
12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21 . Beauregard does not teach that the string name is a 
product name. Beauregard does not teach that the name is transmitted to the user from the 
retailer by email. 

Perkowski teaches providing a set of information actions related to a product identified 
by a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col, 12 line 63. Jovicic teaches providing a product to a 
user via email in fig. 4, col. 7 line 56 - col. 8 line 17, and particularly in col. 7 lines 41-45. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combined Perkowski and Jovicic into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. It 
would have been obvious and desirable to have presented the products to the users via email 
because it would have been a cost effective way to advertise products to the user. 

Regarding dependent claim 20, Beauregard teaches wherein cross-referencing a name 
with a type label database to determine whether the name matches at least one entry in the type 
label database is performed by a recognizer module on a computer in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 
12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. 

Regarding dependent claim 21, Beauregard teaches wherein cross-referencing a type 
label with a plurality of actions to determine which actions match the type label and listing the 
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matching actions in association with the name to provide a user of the computer with a number 
of different actions are performed by an action module on the computer in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 
lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. 

Regarding independent claim 22, Beauregard teaches a type label associated with a 
name in fig. 7 and col. 5 lines 12-56. Beauregard teaches cross-referencing a type label with a 
plurality of actions to determine which actions match the type label, and listing the matching 
actions in association with the name to provide a user of the computer with a number of different 
actions in fig. 7, fig. 9, col. 5 lines 12-56, and col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21. Beauregard does 
not teach that the string name is a product name. Beauregard does not teach that the name and 
associated type label are transmitted to the user fi-om the retailer by email. 

Perkowski teaches providing a set of information actions related to a product identified 
by a user in fig. 4, fig. 6, col. 4 line 36 - col. 12 Une 63. Jovicic teaches providing a product to a 
user via email in fig. 4, col. 7 line 56 - col. 8 line 17, and particularly in col. 7 lines 41-45. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combined Perkowski and Jovicic into Beauregard to have created the claimed invention. It 
would have been obvious and desirable to have presented the products to the users via email 
because it would have been a cost effective way to advertise products to the user. 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments filed 2/25/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Regarding AppHcant's arguments in pages 10-13 that Beauregard et al. (hereinafter 
"Beauregard") and Perkowski do not teach all the limitations of independent claims 1, 16, and 
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26, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Regarding the argument that neither reference teaches a 
drop down menu, Beauregard does teach in col. 42 line 27 - col. 43 line 21 that more than one 
action can be associated with an action word and any time two or more actions are associated 
with an action word, a drop down menu is provided to the user to make the final selection. 
Regarding the argument that neither reference teaches receiving a string of text in a recognizer 
plug-in after the entire string of text has been entered in an electronic document and determining 
whether the string includes any of a plurality of predetermined strings, the Examiner believes 
Beauregard discloses sufficient teachings to implement this feature. The embodiment disclosed 
by Beauregard does continuously analyze a string of text looking for action words and does not 
wait until the entire string is entered. However, Beauregard also teaches a text archive in fig. 13, 
col. 34 lines 7-30, and col. 47 line 63 - col. 48 line 31 which can be searched and analyzed after 
the text has been input. Beauregard's motivation for invention is to reduce user keystrokes and 
make user-computer interaction more efficient. The Examiner believes the teachings Beauregard 
regarding recognizing action words in an input string and a text archive in light of the motivation 
of Beauregard to make user-computer interactions more efficient would have made it obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have analyzed a completed text 
string for action words. The advantage is that the user could then interact with all of the action 
words at one time, instead of repeatedly stopping to interact with recognized action words. 

Regarding Applicant's argument in pages 13 and 14 that Beauregard and Perkowski do 
not teach all the limitations of independent claim 23, the Examiner respectfiiUy disagrees. 
Perkowski does teach URL addresses associated with products in fig. 4. Beauregard discloses 
that websites can be navigated to by use of the action words in fig. 31. Thus, the two references 
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are amenable to a combination since Beauregard can use a recognized word to point to a website 
and Perkowski teaches how to point to a website associated with a product. 

Regarding Applicant's argument in pages 15 and 16 that Beauregard and Perkowski do 
not teach the all the limitations of independent claim 28, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
The Examiner believes Perkowski does teach that a product string is "recognized" if the string 
matches at least one string from a recognizer database. Perkowski shows a data table used to 
identify and provide detailed information for a GUID in fig. 4. Using the teaching of 
Beauregard, a GUID such as is taught by Perkowski, can be attached to any word. 

Regarding Applicant's arguments in pages 17 and 18 that Beauregard, Perkowski, and 
Jovicic do not teach all the limitations of independent claim 12, the Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Although Perkowski teaches providing a set of information actions related to a 
product identified by a user, Beauregard actually provides the teaching of a recognizer module 
determining matching strings in an electronic document. Therefore, the combination of 
references as set forth by Examiner relies on the string matching as taught by Beauregard, but 
relies on Perkowski for the substance of that matching string, which is a globally unique 
identifier. Therefore, this combination of the teachings of Beauregard and Perkowski does in 
fact teach the limitations as claimed. 

Regarding Applicant's argument in pages 18 and 19 that Beauregard, Perkowski, and 
Jovicic do not teach all the limitations of independent claim 14, the Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Perkowski teaches recording affiliate data for example in fig. 4D, wherein a retailer's 
associated manufacturing companies are stored in a database table linked to the globally unique 
identifier. Therefore, Perkowski does in fact teach maintaining affiliate information and the 
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teaching of Beauregard would have enabled the affiliate number to have been associated with an 
electronic document. 

Regarding AppHcant's arguments in pages 19-21 that Beauregard, Perkowski, and Jovicic 
do not teach all the limitations of independent claims 19 and 22, the Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. The Examiner believes Beauregard discloses sufficient teachings to implement 
receiving a string of text in a recognizer module after the entire string of text has been entered in 
an electronic document and determining whether the string includes any of a plurality of 
predetermined strings. The embodiment disclosed by Beauregard does continuously analyze a 
string of text looking for action words and does not wait until the entire string is entered. 
However, Beauregard also teaches a text archive in fig. 13, col. 34 lines 7-30, and col. 47 line 63 
- col. 48 line 31 which can be searched and analyzed after the text has been input. Beauregard's 
motivation for invention is to reduce user keystrokes and make user-computer interaction more 
efficient. The Examiner believes the teachings Beauregard regarding recognizing action words 
in an input string and a text archive in light of the motivation of Beauregard to make user- 
computer interactions more efficient would have made it obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to have analyzed a completed text string for action words. The 
advantage is that the user could then interact with all of the action words at one time, instead of 
repeatedly stopping to interact with recognized action words. 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the mailing 
date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter J Smith whose telephone number is 571-272-4101. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mondays-Fridays 7:00am-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H Feild can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
AppHcation hiformation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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